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I. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

A. Introduction Air Force Research Laboratory (AFRL), Rome Research Site (RRS) is located in central New York State, in
Oneida County, City of Rome. AFRL/RRS is at the former Griffiss Air Force Base (GAFB), and after the Base Realignment and Closure {BRAC) took place in 1995, GAFB was re-named Griffiss Business and Technology Park (GBTP). AFRL/RRS is comprised of 7 parcels of land that include 15 buildings (subject to change). Building 104 {8104} sits on approximately 2.4 acres of land. The locations of GBTP and 8104 are shown ln Appendix A, Facility Plan Griffiss Properties.
This Environmental Assessment (EA) evaluates potential natural and human environmental impacts of the Proposed Action, the demolition of 8104, the impacts of one other alternative {Alternative 1) and the impacts of the No~Action Alternative. The EA compares the impacts of the three alternatives with intent to promote acceptance of the Proposed Action as the most beneficial proposal with the least negative impact.
B. Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action
As a primary purpose and need for the Proposed Action, the Air Force Research Laboratory/ Information Directorate {AFRL/RI) at RRS has declared 8104 excess property and proposes to demolish the building and potentially incorporate the vacant land as part of an entry control point {ECP) and security fence project to meet Anti~ Terrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP) measures. The building is not occupied, but continued maintenance is necessary as long as it remains standing. Demolition of the building will remove this costly requirement. The project will provide force protection stand-off distance requirements and allow a new visitor center to be built. It is important to note that AFRL/RRS will conduct a separate and distinct NEPA effort before construction of the AT/FP perimeter fence and ECP project.
Equally important is the need to remediate portions of 8104 contaminated with radium. Remedial action to remove the radium wit! require the removal of the building foundation to access buried sewer lines where contamination is suspected. Other contaminants such as lead paint, asbestos and heavy metals found in dry wells will be remediated and eliminated from concern before/during the building demolition. Please refer to page 6 for more information (Fuels, Contamination and Hazardous Materials). 
C. Location of the Proposed
E. Decision to be Made
The purpose of this EA is to determine the extent of human and environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and Alternatives, including the No-Action Alternative. Based on the evaluation of the EA, a determination will be made regarding substantial negative impacts from the Proposed Action. If impacts are not substantially negative, a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) will be determined. Jf impacts are determined to be substantially negative, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be required. The decision to be made is to allow the demolition of 8104, (Proposed Action), to perform an Alternative Action, or to take No Action.
F. Potential Environmental Impacts
The Proposed Action involves the demolition of 8104. The Proposed Action, Alternative 1 and No Action are evaluated for potential impacts to the following human and natural environmental elements:
• 
II. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES
A. Proposed Action: Demolition of 8104
The Proposed Action is to demolish 8104. The proposal to demolish 8104 is intended to remove an excess building from the AFRL/RRS inventory and clear space for the AT/FP perimeter fencing and ECP security upgrade. 8104 demolition allows proper standoff for the AT/FP project fence and ECP to the existing RRS facilities. The AT/FP project has been under development for years, and the best scenario now considered incorporates the current Proposed Action. Legal issues with the building demolition have been reviewed to the satisfaction of all parties. 8104 was reviewed by the AFRL/RRS Facility Board and The Air Force Real Property Agency who determined the building is excess to AFRL/RRS and may be demolished. Demolition will remove from the real property records buildings that are no longer required for RRS use. Removal will eliminate the need for RRS expenditures to maintain the facility, vandalism liabilities, environment contamination potential, and allow future AF/FP and ECP project development. Demolition of 8104 will allow for radium remediation to be accomplished in a much more efficient and safe manner. Remedial action to remove the radium will require the removal of the building foundation to access buried sewer lines. Demolition will alleviate other potential environmental problems by removing lead, mercury and asbestos within and associated with the building. For the Proposed Action, no irreversible or irretrievable resource commitments would result.
B. Alternative Eliminated from Further Study
One Alternative Action involving 8104 has been considered but an acceptable solution could not be derived. Alternative 1 included AFRL/RRS retaining ownership while accommodating government agency tenants for 8104. No government agency tenants are currently known to be looking to use the 8104 space. Discussions about finding tenants for the facility were reviewed but dismissed. The building would require major structural and cosmetic upgrades to accommodate new occupants. Fire and Safety deficiencies would have to be addressed. 8104 would require radium remediation before occupancy. This would involve costly removal of underground waste discharge conveyances, including excavation and subsequent structural upgrades and building inspections.
C. No Action Alternative
Although it would not satisfy the purpose and need for the action, a No Action Alternative has been carried forward as the baseline against which potential impacts arising from action alternatives will be measured. The No Action Alternative is carried forward for analysis in accordance with CEQ regulations (40 CFR §1502.14 (d)). The No Action Alternative is to !eave B104 standing and maintain the structure. This alternative has been rejected for a number of reasons. Under the Air Force's (AF) 20/20 by 2020 program, AFRL/RRS is required to demolish obsolete and excess facilities to meet AF sustainability goats. Remediation of radium and environmental contamination will still be required, but at a much higher cost. Also, the land on which 8104 is located is within the boundary of the proposed RRS AT/FP and ECP project. No Action leaves the building in place, proving unacceptable for the needs for AFRL/RRS. For these reasons, No Action has been eliminated from consideration in this EA.
Ill. POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT/AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
A. Air Quality
The Proposed Action would initially have a negative impact to air quality due to the demolition of the facilities. Long term, the Proposed Action would have a positive impact to the environment due to no active emission sources (i.e. boilers, generators, or industrial operations). The proposed project is located in an attainment area, therefore a conformity analysis is not required. The result of No Action alternative would be minimal and relate strictly to the maintenance of the facilities. Alternative 1 could result in greater negative air quality impacts due to new occupancy and possibly industrial usage.
B. Water Resources Aquifers
The proposed action, No-Action and Alternative 1 will have no impact on aquifers.
Floodplains B104 is not situated directly within the 100 year event zone of any floodplain. The Proposed Action, NoAction and Alternative 1 will have no impact on floodplains.
Surface waters/Storm water
Surface runoff waters at 8104 drain through storm sewers primarily to Three Mile Creek which runs into the Barge Canal. The project is subject to NYSDEC SPOES requirements, since it requires greater than one acre of land disturbance. B104 demolition is permitted under the GP-0-10-001. Storm sewers within or adjacent to B104 will not be substantially impacted during demolition when required SWPPP measures are followed. No major changes in surface water drainage patterns are anticipated, and land associated with B104 will not be negatively impacted. Special precautions to protect the radium contamination will be spelled out in the SWPPP. 
Flora and Fauna
The property at B104 has been developed since 1941; therefore the original natural floral structure at these sites does not remain. Very little disturbance of flora is desired during the Proposed Action and efforts will be taken by AFRL/RRS to protect trees in the vicinity of the building. Grass and pavement will replace the building and concrete, and the site may be reclaimed with new tree plantings. The other two alternatives should have very little negative impact on flora and fauna if one is chosen. Plant species that occur at the site appear healthy. No animal species have been observed at the 6104 site.
E. Historic and Cultural Resources Historic Resources
Demolition of the building or alteration of property is being considered by AFRL/RI in the Proposed Action. Since B104 is greater than SO years old, it may potentially qualify for Cold War Survey designation or registration through compliance with Section 106, 36 CRF Part 800 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The New York State Historical Preservaf1on Off1cer (SHPO) was contacted for consultation regarding eligibility of B104 in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). A letter of request for eligibility determination for B104 was sent to the SHPO by the Chief of the Environmental and Occupational Health Office (RIOCV), Mr. William Brain (Appendix B). The SHPO responded via letter rating the eligibility for inclusion in the NHRP (Appendix B). B104 is rated by the SHPO as not eligible for registration in the NHRP. It is therefore concluded that the Proposed Action will not have a substantial negative impact upon RRS historic resources. Also, the other two alternatives leave the buildings intact and relatively unaltered, resulting in little substantial negative impact potential on RRS historic resources.
Cultural Resources
The Oneida Indian Nation (OIN) is a local Native American tribe whose ancestral lands included part or all of RRS. The RRS campus was evaluated for possible discovery of ancestral archeological sites, artifacts, prehistoric and historic burial sites during development of facilities and utilities at GAFB. A cultural resources investigation was undertaken in 1995 as part of the Base Realignment and closure (BRAe) action. AFRL determined that new archeological discoveries were unlikely, due to previous advanced site development. The 2007-2011 RRS Integrated Cultural Resources Management plan (ICRMP) states, "There is extremely limited potential for the Rome Research Site campus to have archeological resources. The campus is entirely developed, consisting of large buildings and structures, paved parking lots, and roadways." (see also Appendix A). OIN historians were consulted during ICRMP development and did not express concern over continued development at RRS, including demolitions and construction of new facilities. The JCRMP discusses in detail the archeological investigations and consultation with the OIN historians that took place. The ICRMP is available from RIOCV upon request. It is not likely that archeological or cultural resources will be substantially negatively impacted from any of the three alternatives.
F. Transportation
Transportation patterns will not substantially change due to implementation of any of the three alternatives.
G. Noise, Safety and Health
In the Proposed Action dust, safety and noise will be addressed by the contractors Safety and Health plan. Since no RRS employees are currently occupying the facility or will be involved with the demolition, there will be no direct impact to AF personnel safety or health. No substantial noise, safety, or health impacts are anticipated due to any of the three alternatives.
H. Fuels, Contamination and Hazardous Materials Fuelsaanks
No fuels or Above Ground Storage Tanks (ASTs) remain on the 8104 site. No spills were documented during the life history of the facility. No substantial negative impacts due to fuels contamination are anticipated from any of the three alternatives being evaluated.
Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) PCB investigations, a records search and on-site inspection indicate that B104 has the potential for PCBs in light ballasts. AFRL/RRS will collect all light ballasts to ensure PCB ballasts are segregated and properly disposed of. No other PCB containing equipment was identified.
Asbestos
Asbestos demolition surveys have been performed at 8104 and remediation will be performed prior to any renovation or demolition by NYSDEC-trained contractors. Results from asbestos abatements surveys contracted by AFRL/RRS are available upon request.
Radiation
Radium investigations were performed in 8104. Air Force Institute of Operational Health's Radiation Surveillance Division {AFIOH/SDR) investigated potential radiation exposures to AFRL/RRS personnel working in and around 8104 that may have previously housed radium painting operations. From 28~31 October 2003, the team performed an assessment of residual radioactive materials (RAM), specifically radium~226 and its progeny (including radon-222). The objective was to ensure compliance with Air Force Instruction (AFt) 48~148, Ionizing Radiation Protection. The team evaluated external and internal (inhalation and ingestion) pathways within 8104, the associated infrastructure, the sanitary sewer system and the storm sewer system. RAM was identified in Building 104 but does not pose a hazard to personnel if left undisturbed. Measured radon concentrations and dose rates in 8104 did not exceed standards for the general public. Dose rates measured in the sewer systems did not exceed applicable standards for the general public. Only demolition or renovation to 8104 could potentially release radium into the environment.
A Radioactive Materials Characterization survey was conducted April4~7 and June 21~22, 2011 to determine the extent of residual contamination and to identify remedial action that must occur if the building were to be demolished or renovated. Low levels of residual radium contamination were identified in the following locations of the subject building:
Interior: Rooms 25, 26, and 30. Ventilation equipment in the mechanical mezzanine associated with Rooms 25 and 26. Building drains/plumbing associated with Rooms 25 and 26.
Exterior: East exterior brick wall of the mezzanine directly below ventilation fan #6 exhaust and plywood covering the exhaust. Roofing below ventilation duct.
Radium decommissioning activities, if accomplished, will be conducted by a New York State certified contractor and overseen by the Air Force Inspection Agency, The Air Force Radioisotope Committee (RIC), and NYS DEC. All radium containing wastes generated from renovation or demolition activities will be properly handled and disposed of outside of New York State. Exact location of the radium containing waste will be determined by its radiological acf1vity. No radium containing waste will be disposed of in New York State. All alternatives, at some point, will require radioactive decommissioning of B104. Radiation swvey information is available upon request.
Lead Based Paint
An evaluation of 8104 determined that interior and exterior surface coatings contain small amounts of lead in some painted surfaces. Remediation of lead based paint will be performed on required surfaces prior to any building demolition or renovation. No substantial negative impacts due to lead based paint are anticipated from any of the three alternatives being evaluated.
I. Socioeconomics Demographic Character Changes
Demographics will not be substantially negatively impacted by any of the alternatives for 8104.
Displacement and Employment/Income Patterns
The Proposed Action will employ a number of personnel for the demolition of the facilities. No businesses will be displaced by demolition of 8104 since no one occupies the building and no tenants were found who would occupy. If Alternative 1 is chosen, building upgrades would be required to accommodate employees. No substantial negative impacts are anticipated by any alternative.
V. CONCLUSION
The incrementa! contribution of impacts of the Proposed Action, when considered in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions, are not expected to have significant long-term negative impacts to any ofthe resource areas analyzed. Short-term, negative direct impacts to air, water and soil resources may occur during the demolition of the facility required to satisfy the Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action. Environmental and historical research, contamination remediation investigations, and future remediation indicate no potential for substantial negative impact to the human or natural environment resulting from demolition of 8104. Based on this research and evaluation, the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this effort is not warranted. It is recommended that a FONSJ be issued. Ill Luminous painting area was converted into a laser laboratory
VI. CONTACTS AND AGENCIES
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